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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed 
publication in this or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

2. Claims 13-15, 20-22, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being 
anticipated by Sparks et al. (SIP Telephony Service Examples With Call Flows, as 
submitted by applicant). 

Regarding claim 13 : 

Sparks discloses an article comprising at least one storage medium containing 
instructions for providing a call session (pg. 3, paragraph 4), the instructions when 
executed causing a system to: 

receive a call request (section 2.8, line 6); 

establish a call session between the first endpoint and a second endpoint in 
which media is exchanged between the first endpoint and the second endpoint (section 
2.8, lines 6-7); and 

change the second endpoint to a third endpoint in the call session to enable 
communication of media between the first endpoint, wherein changing the second 
endpoint to the third endpoint is accomplished without exchanging call setup signaling 
with the first endpoint (section, lines 6-1 1 ). 
Regarding claim 14 : 
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Sparks further discloses wherein changing the first endpoint to another endpoint 
in the call session without exchanging call setup signaling with the second endpoint 
(section 2.8, hence it would have been obvious to apply the reverse where the first 
endpoint is pivoted to another endpoint without exchanging call setup signaling to the 
second endpoint in the same manner the second endpoint was pivoted to another 
endpoint without exchanging call setup signaling with the first endpoint). 
Regarding claim 15 : 

Sparks further discloses wherein further sending a call request to the third 
endpoint to change endpoints in the call session but not sending a call request to the 
first endpoint (section 2.8, lines 6-1 1 ). 
Regarding claim 20 : 

Sparks further discloses wherein to receive the call request by receiving a SIP 
INVITE message (pg. 3, paragraph 5). 
Regarding claim 21 : 

Sparks discloses a method of providing a call session, comprising: 

establishing a call session between a first endpoint and a second endpoint to 
enable media communication of media between the first and second endpoints (section 
2.8, lines 6-7); and 

pivoting the second endpoint to a third endpoint in the call session without 
exchanging call setup signaling with the first endpoint to enable media communication 
between the first and third endpoints (section 2.8, lines 6-11). 
Regarding claim 22 : 
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Sparks further discloses sending a call request to the third endpoint, but not 
sending a call request to the first endpoint, to pivot the second endpoint to the third 
endpoint in the call session (section 2.8, lines 6-11). 
Regarding claim 27 : 

Sparks further discloses wherein establishing the call session comprises 
establishing a Session Initiation Protocol session (pg. 3, paragraphs 1-2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Publication No. 20010015981 (Nelson et al.) in view of Sparks et al. (SIP Telephony 
Service Examples With Call Flows, as submitted by applicant). 

Regarding claim 1 : 

Nelson discloses a system comprising: 

one or more interfaces to one or more corresponding networks coupled to plural 
endpoints (paragraph [0005], where an interface exists between the first communication 
device and the network, , and the second communication device and the network); and 

a controller adapted to receive a call request and to establish a call session 
between a first endpoint and a second endpoint in which media is exchanged between 
the first and second endpoints (paragraph [0060] and paragraph [0072], lines 1-4, and 
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Figure 1 , where the signaling processor and interworking unit comprise the call trigger 
system); 

a controller adapted to further pivot the second endpoint to one other endpoint in 
the call session (paragraph [0072]). 

However, Nelson does not disclose expressly wherein pivoting the second 
endpoint to one other endpoint in the call session is done without exchanging call setup 
signaling with the first endpoint to enable media to be exchanged between the first 
endpoint and the other endpoint. 

Sparks discloses wherein pivoting the second endpoint to one other endpoint in 
the call session is done without exchanging call setup signaling with the first endpoint to 
enable media to be exchanged between the first endpoint and the other endpoint 
(section 2.8). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Sparks 
in Nelson in order to transmit media between the first endpoint and the other endpoint 
without having to exchange call setup signaling with the first endpoint. At the time the 
invention was made, therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art to which the invention pertains to combine Sparks with Nelson (collectively Nelson- 
Sparks) to obtain the invention as specified in claim 1 . The suggestion/motivation to do 
so would have been to provide a way to transmit media between the first endpoint and 
the other endpoint without having to exchange unnecessary call setup signaling with the 
first endpoint. 
Regarding claim 2 : 



Application/Control Number: 09/881 ,603 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2663 

Nelson discloses substantially all the claimed modified invention as specified 
above, however, does not disclose expressly wherein the controller is adapted to further 
pivot the first endpoint to another endpoint in the call session without exchanging call 
setup signaling with the second endpoint. 

Sparks discloses pivoting the second endpoint to one other endpoint in the call 
session is done without exchanging call setup signaling with the first endpoint (section 
2.8, hence it would have been obvious to apply the reverse where the first endpoint is 
pivoted to another endpoint without exchanging call setup signaling to the second 
endpoint in the same manner the second endpoint was pivoted to another endpoint 
without exchanging call setup signaling with the first endpoint). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Sparks 
in Nelson in order to pivot the first endpoint to another endpoint without exchanging call 
setup signaling with the second endpoint. At the time the invention was made, 
therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to which the 
invention pertains to combine Sparks with Nelson (collectively Nelson-Sparks) to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 1, 2. The suggestion/motivation to do so would 
have been to apply the reverse, where the first endpoint is pivoted to another endpoint 
without exchanging call setup signaling to the second endpoint in similar fashion to the 
second endpoint being pivoted to another endpoint without exchanging call setup 
signaling with the first endpoint. 
Regarding claims 3, 4 : 
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Nelson discloses substantially all the claimed modified invention as specified 
above, however, does not disclose expressly wherein the controller is adapted to 
process SIP messages, the call request comprising an INVITE message and wherein 
the controller pivots the second endpoint to the one other endpoint by sending a second 
call request to the other endpoint. 

Sparks discloses processing SIP messages (pg. 3, paragraphs 1-2), the call 
request comprising an INVITE message (pg. 3, paragraph 5) and wherein pivoting the 
second endpoint to the one other endpoint is done by sending a second call request to 
the other endpoint (section 2.8, 6-1 1 ). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Sparks 
in Nelson in order to have the controller adapted to process SIP messages, where the 
call request comprises an INVITE message and where the controller pivots the second 
endpoint to the one other endpoint by sending a second call request to the other 
endpoint. At the time the invention was made, therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to which the invention pertains to combine Sparks with 
Nelson (collectively Nelson-Sparks) to obtain the invention as specified in claims 1 , 3, 
and claims 1 , 4. The suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to use the SIP 
standard in a call session and where a second call request is needed in order to notify 
the other endpoint of establishing a call session. 
Regarding claim 5 : 

Nelson further discloses wherein the controller (paragraphs [0055], [0056]) 
comprises a control portion to process call control signaling (paragraph [0060]), the call 
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control signaling comprising the call request (paragraph [0060]), the controller further 
comprising a media engine to control communication of media packets between the first 
and second endpoints and between the first and the other endpoints (paragraph [0072]). 
5. Claims 6, 10, 1 1, 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over US Publication No. 20010015981 (Nelson et al.) in view of Sparks et al. (SIP 
Telephony Service Examples With Call Flows, as submitted by applicant) as applied to 
claims 1-5 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,731,642 (Borella et al.). 
Regarding claims 6, 10 : 

Nelson discloses substantially all the claimed modified invention as specified 
above, however, does not disclose expressly wherein the media engine comprises 
network address translation information for media communication between the first 
endpoint and the second endpoint and where both the source and destination address 
of a packet containing media using the address translation information is converted. 

Borella discloses network address translation information for media 
communication between the first endpoint and the second endpoint and where both the 
source and destination address of a packet containing media using the address 
translation information is converted (Figure 1, and col. 4, lines 52-67 though col. 5, lines 
1-15). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Borella 
in Nelson-Sparks in order to have the media engine provide network address translation 
for media communication between the first endpoint and the second endpoint and 
where both the source and destination address of a packet containing media using the 
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address translation information is converted. At the time the invention was made, 
therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to which the 
invention pertains to combine Borella with Nelson-Sparks (collectively Nelson-Sparks- 
Borella) in order to obtain the invention as specified in claims 1,4,5, and 6, and in 
claims 1, 4, 5, and 10. The suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to provide 
privacy and security between the two endpoints. 
Regarding claim 11 : 

Nelson further discloses wherein the media engine is adapted to act as a portal 
through which media packets between the first and second endpoints flow (paragraph 
[0072], lines 1-4, interworking unit). 
Regarding claim 12 : 

Nelson discloses substantially all the claimed modified invention as specified 
above, however, does not disclose expressly wherein the media engine is adapted to 
shield an address of the first endpoint from the second endpoint and to shield an 
address of the second endpoint from the first endpoint. 

Borella discloses shielding an address of the first endpoint from the second 
endpoint and to shield an address of the second endpoint from the first endpoint (Figure 
1, and col. 4, lines 52-67 though col. 5, lines 1-15). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Borella 
in Nelson-Sparks in order to shield an address of the first endpoint from the second 
endpoint and to shield an address of the second endpoint from the first endpoint. At the 
time the invention was made, therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art to which the invention pertains to combine Borella with Nelson-Sparks 
(collectively Nelson-Sparks-Borella) in order to obtain the invention as specified in 
claims 1 , 4, 5, 10, 1 1 , and 12. The suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to 
provide privacy and security between the two endpoints. 

6. Claims 16, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sparks et al. (SIP Telephony Service Examples With Call Flows, as submitted by 
applicant) in view of US Publication No. 20010015981 (Nelson et al.). 
Regarding claim 16 : 

Sparks et al. discloses substantially all the claimed invention as specified above, 
however, does not disclose expressly wherein to further receive a completion indication 
from the second endpoint, and in response to the completion indications, to send the 
call request to the third endpoint. 

Nelson discloses wherein to further receive a completion indication from the 
second endpoint, and in response to the completion indications, to send the call request 
to the third endpoint (paragraph [0100] through paragraph [0101], lines 1-9). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Nelson 
in Sparks in order to obtain a system where the second endpoint sends a completion 
indication and where call request to the third endpoint results from the completion 
indication. At the time the invention was made, therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to which the invention pertains to combine Nelson with 
Sparks (collectively Sparks-Nelson) in order to obtain the invention as specified in 
claims 13, 16. The suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to provide 
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connection to the third endpoint once communication is desired between the first 
endpoint and the third endpoint. 
Regarding claim 23 : 

Sparks discloses substantially all the claimed invention as specified above, 
however, does not disclose expressly further communicating media packets through a 
media portal between the first endpoint and either of the second and third endpoints. 

Nelson discloses communicating media packets through a media portal between 
the first endpoint and either of the second endpoint and third endpoints (paragraph 
[0072], lines 1-4, interworking unit). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Nelson 
in Sparks in order to communicate media packets through a media portal between the 
first endpoint and either of the second and third endpoints. At the time the invention 
was made, therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
which the invention pertains to combine Nelson with Sparks (collectively Sparks-Nelson) 
in order to obtain the invention as specified in claims 21 , 23. The suggestion/motivation 
to do so would have been to provide a device to facilitate and manage the 
communications between the first endpoint and the second point or between the first 
endpoint and the third endpoint. 

7. Claim 17 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sparks 
et al. (SIP Telephony Service Examples With Call Flows, as submitted by applicant) in 
view of U.S. Patent No. 6,731 ,642 (Borella et al.). 
Regarding claim 17 : 
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Sparks discloses substantially all the claimed invention as specified above, 
however, does not disclose expressly to further send one or more requests to a media 
engine to establish network address translation information for media communicated 
through the media engine between the first and second endpoints. 

Borella discloses to further send one or more requests to a media engine to 
establish network address translation information for media communicated through the 
media engine between the first and second endpoints (Figure 1, and col. 4, lines 52-67 
though col. 5, lines 1-15, routers). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Borella 
in Sparks in order to establish network address translation information for media 
communicated through the media engine (routers) between the first and second 
endpoints. At the time the invention was made, therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art to which the invention pertains to combine Borella with 
Sparks (collectively Sparks-Borella) in order to obtain the invention as specified in 
claims 13, 17. The suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to provide privacy 
and security between the two endpoints. 

8. Claims 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sparks et al. (SIP Telephony Service Examples With Call Flows, as submitted by ^ 
applicant) in view of US Publication No. 20010015981 (Nelson et al.) as applied to claim 
23 above, and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,731,642 (Borella et al.). 
Regarding claims 24-26: 
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Sparks discloses substantially all the claimed modified invention as specified 
above, however, does not disclose expressly further comprising storing network 
address translation information in the media portal and performing network address 
translation, at the media portal, of address contained in the media packets, wherein 
performing network address translation of both the source and destination address of 
each media packet, and further comprising the media portal shielding an address of the 
first endpoint from either of the second or third endpoint and shielding an address of 
either the second or third endpoint from the first endpoint. 

Borella discloses further comprising storing network address translation 
information and performing network address translation of addresses contained in the 
media packets (Figure 1, and col. 4, lines 52-67 though col. 5, lines 1-15, hence 
network address translation information stored in the routers), wherein performing 
network address translation of both the source and destination address of each media 
packet (Figure 1, and col. 4, lines 52-67 though col. 5, lines 1-15), and further 
comprising shielding an address of the first endpoint from the second endpoint and 
shielding an address of the second endpoint from the first endpoint (Figure 1, and col. 4, 
lines 52-67 though col. 5, lines 1-15). 

A person of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to employ Borella 
in Sparks-Nelson in order to obtain performing network address translation of addresses 
contained in the media packets, wherein performing network address translation of both 
the source and destination address of each media packet and shielding an address of 
the first endpoint from the second endpoint and shielding an address of the second 



Application/Control Number: 09/881,603 Page 14 

Art Unit: 2663 

endpoint from the first endpoint. At the time the invention was made, therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art in which the invention pertains to 
combine Borella in Sparks-Nelson (collectively Sparks-Nelson-Borella) in order to obtain 
the invention as specified in claims 21, 23, 24, in claims 21, 23, 24, 25, and in claims 
21 , 23, 24, 25, and 26. The suggestion/motivation to do so would have been to provide 
privacy and security between the two endpoints. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

9. Claims 7-9, 18, and 19 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Brad T. Mace whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3128. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday -Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Chau Nguyen can be reached on (571) 272-3126. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gpv. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Brad T. Mace 
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